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REMARKS 

Claim 9 is canceled herein. Claims 3 and 13-27 now remain 
pending in the application. 

Claims 3. 9 and 13-27 over Fransioli in view off Alperovich and Hamalainen 

Claims 3, 9, 13-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
allegedly being obvious over rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
obvious over WO 01/86918 to Fransioli ("Fransioli") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,119,014 to Alperovich et al. ("Alperovich"), and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Pub. No. 2006/0148415 to Hamalainen et al. ("Hamalainen"). The 
Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 

Claim 9 is canceled herein, making the rejection of claim 9 now 

moot. 

Claim 3 recites altering a length of an identified short messace 
based on a speed of a subscriber. Claims 13-27 recite a system and method to 
alter a length of an identified IP message based on movement of a subscriber. 

The Examiner acknowledged that "Fransioli fails to disclose (a) a 
Short Messaging Service and (b) altering the length of a message based on 
speed of a subscriber" (see Office Action, page 2). The Examiner alleged that 
"Hamalainen et al. discloses (b) altering the length of a message based on speed 
of subscriber as disclosed in paragraph 0047" (see Office Action, page 3). The 
Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Hamalainen at paragraphs [0046]-[0048] teaches: 

[0046] Here an FB word can be 2, 4 or 8 bits long and its structure is 
hierarchical in the sense that if the channel remains constant or almost 
constant during the feedback delay, then perfomriance Is improving when 
the FB word is becoming longer. Hence, feedback words of different 
lengths can be used based on the temporal properties of the channel. If 
the channel is changing very slowly (i.e.. the mobile is moving slowly) then 
the longest available word can be used, and when the changes of the 
channel become more rapid then shorter and shorter words are applied. In 
the above example, there are three alternatives for the FB word. 
[0047] Several mechanisms for controlling the length of the feedback word 
can be designed. The length of FB word can be decided, for example, 
using the following schemes: 
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[0048] Compute the level crossing rate in MS or BS and estimate the 
velocity of mobile from that measure. This is an indirect approach since 
we are not interested in the mobile speed as such but the performance of 
FB, and therefore it may not give reliable results from FB perfonnance 
point of view. 

Hamalainen teaches controlling a length of a feedback word from a 
length of 2, 4, or 8 bits based on an estimated velocity of a mobile device, 
Hamalainen's feedback word is disclosed as being used for "phase adjusting" an 
antenna (see paragraph [0009]). Hamalainen's feedback word is a set of control 
bits to adjust a phase of an antenna, not any type of subscriber message. Thus, 
controlling a length of a feedback word , for "phase adjusting" an antenna, from a 
length of 2, 4, or 8 bits based on an estimated velocity of a mobile device is NOT 
altering a length of an identified IP message based on movement of a 
subscriber, much less altering a length of an identified short message based on 
a speed of a subscriber resulting in the subscriber leaving a location before a 
presentation of the short message is completed, as recited by claims 3 and 13- 
27. 

Fransioli theoretically modified by Alperovich and Hamalainen, 
either alone or in combination, would at best teach controlling a length of a 
feedback word, for "phase adjusting" an antenna, from a length of 2, 4, or 8 bits 
based on an estimated velocity of a mobile device. Fransioli theoretically 
modified by Alperovich and Hamalainen, either alone or in combination, would 
still fail to disclose, teach or suggest altering a length of an identified IP message 
based on movement of a subscriber, and altering a length of an identified short 
message based on a speed of a subscriber, as recited by claims 3 and 13-27. 

Moreover, the Examiner alleged that it would have been obvious to 
modify Fransioli with the disclosure of Hamalainen "for the purpose of 
immediately provide the user with all information pertaining to the location." (see 
Office Action, page 3). However, the Examiner has not shown how the 
Examiner's alleged obvious modification of Fransioli "altering the length of a 
message" would change the immediacy of which a message is provided to a 
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user. Thus, the Examiner's has not provided motivation to modify Fransioli in the 
manner alleged. 

Accordingly, for at least all the above reasons, claims 3 and 13-27 
are patentable over the prior art of record. It is therefore respectfully requested 
that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

All objections and rejections having been addressed, it is 
respectfully submitted that the subject application is in condition for allowance 
and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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